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DETAILED ACTION 
Miscellaneous 

1 . Please note that the examination art unit for this appHcation has changed from Art Unit 
2614 to 2623. 



Election/Restrictions 

2. Claims 20-72 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .142(b) as 
being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no allowable generic or linking claim. 
Election was made without traverse in the reply filed on 03 March 2006. 



Drawings 

3. The drawings are objected to because the label of element "22" should read "Expected 
Time-Channel = Alternate Time-Channel" consistent with its description within the 
specification (Page 16, Lines 1-2). Corrected drawing sheets in comphance with 37 CFR 
1. 121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. 
Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the 
immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or 
figure number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing 
figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes 
made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for consistency. Additional 
replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. Each 
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drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an appUcation must be labeled in the top 
margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR L121(d). If the 
changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any 
required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be 
held in abeyance. 

Specification 

4. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. The following title is suggested: 
"System and method for determining the expected time-channel for a television series". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

5. Claims 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 
to non-statutory subject matter and the claimed invention lacks patentable utility. 

With respect to claims 1 and 12 (and their respective dependent claims), the claims 
entails a method or computer code for determining and storing an expected time-channel for 
a television series relative to a reference week whereupon the responsive to a determination 
the expected time-channel is set to a particular value. As described in the specification, 
applicant's invention appears to be directed toward at least a method for informing 
consumers of changes in times and channels at which episodes of a television series are aired 
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on television each week (Page 7, Lines 10-12). Claim 1 and particularly claim 12 appears to 
be directed towards an abstract idea or algorithm for performing a calculation which is not a 
practical application that produces a useful, concrete, and tangible result. As 
aforementioned, applicant's invention is described as informing consumers of changes in 
times and channels at which episodes of a television series are aired on television each week. 
This is considered a practical application. However, applicant's claimed invention appears to 
simply be a subset of that process or an algorithm which in itself does not result in the 
disclosed useful or tangible result associated with informing the consumer as to changes in 
times and channels at which episodes of a television series are aired on television each week. 
Furthermore, claim 12 is considered merely as functional descriptive material which in itself 
is not considered statutory since it is not structurally and functionally interrelated to some 
sort of computer-readable medium so as to realize its functionality. 

Claim Objections 

6. Claim 12 is objected to because of an extraneous ":" subsequent to the term "access" in 
line 3. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
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international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

8. Claims 1-4 and 12-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Sullivan (US Pat No. 6,549,929). 

In consideration of claim 1, Sullivan discloses an "ETCRA method of determining and 
storing an expected time-channel for a television series relative to a reference week" so as to 
both inform and ensure that the scheduling changes associated with series events do not 
cause the user to be reminded of the wrong programming event (Col 2, Line 34 - Col 3, Line 
1 1). The method involves "identifying in the reference week a reference time-channel on 
which the TV series is scheduled to be aired or has actually aired" [501/502], "specifying at 
least one condition" such as whether or not the same program deemed reoccurring and is not 
being aired during the same time slot during a subsequent week, "determining whether the at 
least one condition has been satisfied" [504/550], and "if the determining whether the at least 
one condition has not been satisfied, then making the expected time-channel equal to the 
reference time-channel" [510], "else making the expected time channel equal to an alternate 
time-channel" [551] associated with the rescheduling of the program (Figures 4A/B; Col 9, 
Line 63 - Col 12, Line 51; Col 13, Lines 16-39) 

Claim 2 is rejected wherein the "alternate time-channel is an overriding time-channel for 
the TV series relative to the reference week, and wherein the at least one condition comprises 
specifying the overriding time-channel". For example, the particular rescheduled time- 
channel is construed as an "overriding time-channel" given that the event typically is 
associated with a given time-channel and the condition specifies the overriding time-channel 
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in association with its comparison to determine whether or not the channel has changed from 
its regular time-channel slot. 

Claim 3 is rejected wherein the "determining includes utilizing program time-channel 
data relating to programs of the TV series, wherein the program time-channel data is stored 
in an Airings Database Structure" utilized to render the displayed program listings (Col 1, 
Lines 18-45; Col 3, Lines 13-21; Col 12, Lines 50-61). 

Claim 4 is rejected wherein the method further comprises "storing an identification of the 
expected time-channel in a Series Scheduling Expectation (SEE) database Structure" in order 
to provide the user with a reminder according to the expected airing of the program (Col 9, 
Lines 10-20). 

Claim 12 is rejected wherein Sullivan discloses "computer code" (Col 13, Lines 40-52) 
that "outputs an expected time-channel for a television series relative to a reference week" so 
notify users that scheduling associated with series of interest has changed (Col 2, Line 34 - 
Col 3, Line 1 1). The "algorithm" is programmed to "access identification of the TV series, 
identification of a reference week and identification of a reference time-channel on which the 
TV series is scheduled to be aired during the reference week or has actually aired during the 
reference week" [501/502], "access a specification of at least one condition" such as whether 
or not the same program deemed reoccurring and is not being aired during the same time slot 
during a subsequent week and "determine whether the at least one condition has been 
satisfied" [504/550]. Subsequently, the algorithm "makes the expected time-channel equal to 
the reference time-channel if the algorithm has determined that the at least one condition has 
not been satisfied" [510] and "makes the expected time channel equal to an alternate time- 
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channel" [551] associated with the rescheduling of the program "if the algorithm has 
determined that the at least one condition has been satisfied" (Figures 4A/B; Col 9, Line 63 - 
Col 12, Line 51; Col 13, Lines 16-39). 

Claim 13 is rejected wherein the "alternative time-channel is an overriding time-channel 
for the TV series relative to the reference week, wherein the at least one condition comprise 
inputting the overriding time-channel to the algorithm, wherein the algorithm is further 
programmed to: receive as input the overriding time-channel; and set the alternate time- 
channel equal to the overriding time-channel if the algorithm has received the overriding 
time-channel as input". For example, the particular rescheduled time-channel is construed as 
an "overriding time-channel" given that the event typically is associated with a given time- 
channel and the condition specifies the overriding time-channel in association with its 
comparison to determine whether or not the channel has changed from its regular time- 
channel slot. 

Claim 14 is rejected wherein the "algorithm is programmed to determine whether the at 
least one condition has been satisfied by utilizing time-channel data stored in an Airings 
Database Structure, wherein the program time-channel data relates to programs of the TV 
series" (Col 1, Lines 18-45; Col 3, Lines 13-21; Col 12, Lines 50-61) 

Claim 15 is rejected wherein the "algorithm is further programmed to store an 
identification of the expected time-channel in a Series Scheduling Expectation (SSE) 
Database Structure" in order to provide the user with a reminder according to the expected 
airing of the program (Col 9, Lines 10-20). 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure as follows. Applicant is reminded that in amending in response to a rejection of 
claims, the patentable novelty must be clearly shown in view of the state of the art disclosed 
by the references cited and the objections made. 

■ The Ellis et al. (US Pub No. 2002/0054068 Al) reference discloses a system and 

method for reducing cut-offs in program recordings by using a historic analysis to 
predict the actual program start time. 

■ The Sullivan (US Pat No. 6,591,421 Bl) reference discloses a system and method for 

predicting whether or not events are reoccurring. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Scott Beliveau whose telephone number is 571-272-7343. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:30 a.m. - 6:00 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John W. Miller can be reached on 571-272-7353. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
AppHcation Information Retrieval (PAIR) system Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Pubhc PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access 
to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 
(toll-free). 
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